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KENTUCKY LAW JOURNAL.
frame is the main part of his body in the sense that it contains most of
the vital organs, the definition itself in the very wording, does not
exclude the idea that the head and limbs are a part of the body, or are
inferentially referred to as a lesser as distinguished from the main
part." The court arguing in this way sums up its conclusion in fixing
this as the law regulating or governing the case.
In a personal injury action and under a general allegation that the
plaintiff "suffered great and lasting injuries to all parts of plaintiff's
.body" evidence of an injury to his leg or ankle may be introduced. While
it may be that the trunk of a man's frame is the main part of his body
his head and limbs are also parts of his body as the term is generally
used and in the construction of pleadings, words used therein, will be
given their general, usual and acceptable meaning.

THE LAW AND THE DOG.
Many unique things appear in judicial decisions. The following
beautiful and interesting tribute to the canine is an excerpt from the
decision recently handed down by Mr. Justice Cobb of the Supreme Court
of Georgia in the case of strong vs. Georgia Railway & Electric Co., (45
Southeastern Reporter 366) fii which the question to be determined was
whether or not the dog is a domestic animal:
"The dog has figured very extensively in the past dnd present.
In mythology, as Cerberus, he was intrusted with watching the
gates of hell, and he seems to have performed his duties so well that
there were but few escapes. In t1ae history of the past, he has been
extensively used for hunting purposes, as the guardian of persons and
property, and as a pet and companion. He is the much valued
possession of hunters the world over, and in England especially is
the pack o' hounds highly prized.
"In literature he has appearad more often than any other
animal, except perhaps the horse. Sometimes he is greatly praised,
and at others greatly abused. Sometimes he is made the type of
what is mean, low, and contemptible; while at others he is described
in terms of eulogy. Few men will forget the song of their childhood, which runs:
"'Old dog Tray's ever faithful;
Grief cannot drive him away;
He is gentle, he is kind;
I'll never, never find
A better friend than old dog Tray.'
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"Nor can any of us fail to remember the intelligent animal on
whose behalf 'Old :Mother Hubbard went to the cupboard.'
"Few men have deserved, and few have won higher praise in an
epitaph than the following which was written by Lord Byron in
regard to his dead Newfoundland; 'Near this spot'are deposited the
remains of one who possessed beauty without vanity, strength without insolence, courage without ferocity, and all the virtues of man
without his vices. This praise, which would be unmeaning flattery
if inscribed over human ashes, is but a just tribute to the memory
of Boatswain, a dog who was born at Newfoundland May 3, 1803,
and died at Newstead Abbey November 18, 1808.'
"The dog has even invaded the domain of art. All who have
seen Sir Edwin Landseer's great pictures will know how much
picture entitled 'Laying Down the Law' will not be forgotten in
human intelligence can be expressed in the face of a dog. I'
considering the dog as a litigant.
"Thus the dog has figured in mythology, history, poetry, fiction,
and art from the earliest times down to the present, and now in
these closing days of the nineteenth century we are called upon to
decide whether a dog is a wild animal (ferae natuae) in such sense
as not to be leviable property; or, if he is a domestic animal (domitae
naturae), whether he is not subject to levy, on the ancient theory
that he had no intrinsic value if he was not good to eat.
"Originally, all the animals which are now used by man were
wild. One after anothcr they have become domesticated, and subject
to his control, ownership and use. As time progressed, they gradually lost their character of wildness, and became more and more
subject to mankind, and more and more regarded as ordinary property. At this day no one would contend that the horse was not
the subject of absolute property because his ancestors were originally
wild, and the same may be said of other animals now thoroughly
recognized as domestic.
"Even in the days of Blackstone, while it was declared that the
property in a dog was 'base property,' is was nevertheless asserted
that such property was sufficient to maintain a civil action for its
loss. 4 BI. Com. 236. Since that day, in the evolution of civilization, the dog has not been left behind. He is now not only prized
for hunting purposes, as a watchdog, and as a pet, but it is common
knowledge that many dogs have an actual commercial and markce
value.
'"Wen annually there is held in New York a bench show, at
which dogs take prizes amounting to thousands of dollars, and
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where they are bought and sold at prices which are frequently far
larger than are paid for ordinary horses, it is rather late in the day
to assert they are not valuable property. Dogs are also trained for
purposes of exhibition, being sometimes the sole means of support
of their masters."
The opinion in its entirety is a long one, and the judge at times
waxing poetic, and concludes by stating that the dog is most emphatically
a domestic animal.

A CURIOUS WILL.
Mr. N. W. Ulty, a graduate of the College of Law in 1912, and a
prosperous and prominent lawyer at Eddyville, Ky., writes a letter to
Judge Lyman Chalkley. A part of which reads as follows:
I am enclosing a curious instrument encountered as an exhibit in
a suit in our circuit court which is called by the writer, "my will." Can
you tell what he did want?" The copy is verbatim.
"March 15, 1913. today I obligate myself to write my will and this
is what I want did at my death, my realest to go to my wife and children,
wife Amanda Harris
Georgia Harris girl
Lewister Harris boy
Auster Harris boy
The above name children it fall to after her death and she can sell
at her own time and go when she choose she also can pay debt of $100
dollars if she be able if it be on hand at this desesment if not every clear
this will inculs all chatal propeter too
Charley Will
William Gracey X
Harrison Rice
Charley Will-X
His
mark.
signed in presence of
U. S. King
U. S. King is the circuit court clerk.

